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Applicants thank the Examiner for the helpful interview held on April 5, 2007, and 
for the additional interview held on May 14, 2007. 

Following amendment as requested herein, the following claims ate now pending in 
the present application: 1, 11-16, 19-27, 32-41 and new Claims 43 and 44. By this 
Amendment, Claims 9, 23, and 26 arc amended, and Claims 43 and 44 have been added. 
Newly added Claim 43 relates to methods of using the compounds to treat cardiovascular 
disorders. The Examiner is respectfully requested to rejoin previously withdrawn Claims 
36-41 , as discussed in the interview with the Examiner held on April 5, 2007. 

To further clarify the amendments that have been presented here, Applicants note 
that in their response to the Restriction Requirement, they agreed to narrow the claims to 
cover compounds in which X, is C(R'), X^ is N, X, is C(R Z ), and X, is C(R 3 ), which 
compounds are, accordingly, imidazoles. As amended, X, is C(R'), X 2 is N, X, is C(R 2 ), and 
X 4 is C(R 3 ), so the claims arc narrowed to cover only imidazoles. 

The definition of R 1 was narrowed to just H, since the earlier proviso said tlwt when 
X 1 represents -CCR 1 )-, X y represents ~C(R 2 )- and X 4 represents -C(R 5 )-. then R 1 represents II. 
Since the claims have been amended to narrow the definitions of X 1 , X* and X 4 , the only 
remaining definition for R 1 was H (and the claims was amended accordingly). 

Because the Examiner indicated that Claim 18 was objected to, but otherwise 
allowable if it incorporated the limitations of Claim 1, Claim 1 was amended to incorporate 
the limitations of Claim 18 (Lc„ that Z\ is S), and Claim 1 8 was cancelled. 

Because Claim I formerly stated that Z, and Z 2 are not the same, the definition of Z 2 
was amended to delete reference to S. 

Claim I also formerly stated that when Z, represents ~CH a *CH-, Ihcn Z 1 may only 
represent -CH- or -N-. Since the definition of Z, has been narrowed to S, this limitation no 
longer made sense, and was removed, 

Claim 1 also formerly stated that "other than in the specific case in which Z, 
represents »CH=CH-, and Z 2 represents -CH-, when one Z, and Z 3 represents -CH-, then the 
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other represents -O- or -S-." Since the definition of Z, has been narrowed to S, this 
limitation no longer made sense, unci was removed 

The definition of R 4 in Claim 1 was also amended. R^ was defined in a manner in 
which, when Z l represented -CIM2H-, R< could have represented *N(H)S(0) 7 N(H)C(0)R 7 
or -N(H)C(0)N(H)S(0),R 7 « SinCe l * ie definition of Z s has been narrowed to S, this limitation 
no longer made sense, and was removed. 

Because the only mention of R 7 in Claim 1 was in the definition of R4 7 now amended 
to delete reference to R\ the definition of R 7 has been removed as well. 

U is believed that these changes have clarified Claim 1, and also have narrowed the 
claims as required by the Examiner. Claim 1 as amended now has the same scope as Claim 
18, which was only objected to, except as otherwise narrowed to the restricted groups. 

IL is believed lhat Claim I is now allowable. The Examiner is reminded of her 
indication, in Ihc Office Action dated July 26, 2006, that she would delay a consideration of 
the chemical intermediates used to prepare the final compounds unLil such time as the 'final 
products arc indicated as allowable. 

In light of the amendments presented herein, it is believed that the claims to the final 
compounds are allowable and the time is now ripe to request consideration of the 
intermediates. Such consideration is earnestly solicited. The Examiner also suggested in 
the inLervicw tliat she would potentially consider claims to processes of making the 
compounds. Along those lines, Claim 36 has been amended to delete reference to the 
preparation of compounds where R' is -N(H)S(0) a N(H)C(0)R 7 or -N(lI)C(0)N(Ii)S(0),R\ 
as such moieties were removed from Claim 1. Further, the intermediate (of Formula IX) in 
Claim 41 included one of these moieties, and, accordingly, Claim 41 was cancelled. 

Claim 25 (dependent on Claim 1) was amended to delete reference 1o Z,, which, in 
amended Claim 1, can only be S. 

Claim 27 was amended to remove compounds that do not include an imidazole ring 

system. 
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Restriction Requirement 

The claims have been amended to limit them to imidazole compounds, as discussed 
above. Claims which otherwise would have defined X 3 as other than N, or which would 
have defined X\ X 3 or X" as N, have been cither cancelled or amended, as appropriate. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

The Office Action .states that "Claim 18 ... would be allowable if: (1) rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims; and (2) directed solely toward the subject matter of elected Group TV." Office 
Action page 13, lines 1-5, 

Applicants thank the Examiner for suggesting allowable subject maltcr. Claim 1 has 
been amended to incorporate the subject matter of Claim 18, and Applicant believe that 
Claim I as amended is in condition for allowance. 



Rejections Under 35 US,C. § 112, Second raragraph 
Claim 42 was rejected under 35 U,S,C. §112, second paragraph, as indefinite. Claim 
42 has been cancelled, thus mooting this ground of rejection. 



Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claims I, 5, 9-17, 19-27 and 32-35 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) us 
allegedly unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 6,335,451 to Kiccman et ai ("KLccmnn") in view 
of U.S. Pat No. 5,807,878 to Corbicr et al ("Corbicr"). This rejection is respectfully 
traversed as applied to the amended claims, 

Although Applicants believe that the previously presented argument should have 
overcome the previous rejection, to facilitate prosecution, Applicants have amended Claim 1 
In incorporate the limitations of Claim 18, which was indicated as otherwise allowable by 
the Examiner. 
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As discussed with the Examiner in the telephonic interview held on April 5, 2007, 
Applicants would be permitted to rejoin process for preparation claims, and the Examiner 
would consider certain method of treatment claims, directed to the compounds Ihc Examiner 
agreed were allowable (i.e., if Claim 1 was amended to incorporate the limitations of Claim 
I S, which Applicants have done). 

The process claims were amended to be consistent in scope with the compound 
claims, as discussed above. Claims to the intermediates were amended, as suggested by the 
Examiner, 1o remove the "protected derivative thereof 1 language. Newly presented Claim 
43 is directed to methods of treating specific cardiovascular disorders, as discussed with the 
Examiner. It is believed that this claim is allowable, given that the specification supports 
such treatment, and the related compound claims are allowable. Indication of such is 
earnestly solicited. 

Applicants respectfully request that such process for preparation and method of 
treatment claims be considered and found to be allowable. 

Should the Examiner be inclined to allow the compound claims, but consider the 
method claim to be unpatentable for any reason, she is encouraged to contact (he 
undersigned Applicants' representative lo discuss changes that might be made to these 
claims so that the application is in condition for allowance. 
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Conclusion 

In view of the amendments and comments presented herein, Applicants respectfully 
submit that the application is in condition for allowance, and prompt notification of same is 
earnestly solicited. 

The Examiner is encouraged to contact the undersigned wilh smy questions she may 
have, and if the Examiner is not inclined to allow any or all of the claims, to also issue an 
Advisory Action providing reasons for such non-allowance. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: May j_4 t 2 007 




Womblc, Carlyle, Sandridgc & Rice 

P.O. Box 7037 

Atlanta, GA 30357-0037 

Office: 919-484-2382 

Fax: 919-484-20S4 
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